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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tine fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on March 
1 1 , 2008 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed March 1 1 , 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive with regards to the Winget (US Patent 4,275,358) as applied to 
claims 1 and 22. 

3. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., "providing an inductor between differential components of a differential 
transmission line") are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Claims 1 and 22 recite having an "inductor connected between first and second 
components of said differential transmission line" without defining or clarifying the "first 
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and second components." Since the embodiment shown in Figure 2 shows connecting 
an inductor to ground, the recited claims are interpreted as corresponding to this 
embodiment and the inductor of the equalizer in Winget reads on this embodiment. 

Drawings 

4. The drawings were received on March 1 1 , 2008. These drawings are 
acceptable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which It Is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the Inventor of carrying out his Invention. 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his Invention. 

7. Claims 1-4, 8-10, 12, and 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. The specification, as 
originally filed, does not appear to describe the transmitter de-emphasis circuit as 
"having an active configuration" (see claim 1, line 5). 
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8. The dependent claim(s) are rejected under the same ground as the claim(s) from 
which they depend. 

9. Claims 1-4, 8-10, 12, and 18-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

1 0. In claim 1 , it is unclear what is meant by a transmitter de-emphasis circuit "having 
an active configuration," as recited in line 5. 

11. In claim 1 , line 1 2 and claim 22, line 6, it is unclear whether "first and second 
components of said differential transmission line" is referring to the input and output of 
the differential transmission line (see claim 1, lines 2-3 and claim 22, line 2) or other 
components. 

12. The dependent claim(s) are rejected under the same ground as the claim(s) from 
which they depend. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

14. Claims 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Salinger (US Patent No. 6,212,229 B1 cited in the Office Action mailed February 16, 
2007) in view of Winget (US Patent No. 4,275,358 cited in the Office Action mailed 
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September 13, 2007) whereby claim 22 is interpreted as corresponding to the 
embodiment shown in Figure 2. 

1 5. With regard to claims 22 and 23, Figure 3 of Salinger discloses the claimed 
invention including a differential transmission line (10), a transmitter circuit with 
equalization (38) and an equalizer wherein the transmitter circuit with equalization (38) 
compensates for frequency distortion caused by the transmission line. (See abstract; 
column 1, line 64-column 2, line 18; column 6, lines 47-52) However, Salinger does not 
disclose that the equalizer includes an inductor between the components of the 
differential transmission line. 

Winget discloses different equalization circuits that include inductors. (See 
Figures 1 and 2) It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to implement one of the equalization circuits disclosed by 
Winget in a circuit as taught by Fitzgerald in order to perform a similar function with a 
known circuit and readily available components such as resistors and inductors. 

1 6. With regard to claim 24, Salinger in view of Winget discloses the claimed 
invention including a transmitter circuit with equalization (38) that includes a de- 
emphasis circuit that increases with frequency across a band of interest. (See Salinger, 
Figure 2) Although Salinger refers to 38 as a "pre-emphasis filter" instead of "de- 
emphasis filter" as recited, the element as described in Salinger is functionally 
equivalent to the "de-emphasis filter" as recited and referring to 38 as a "pre-emphasis 
filter" or "de-emphasis filter" is merely a naming convention that does not affect the 
functionality/purpose of the element. Furthermore, based on Figure 6 of the present 
application, the terms "de-emphasis" and "pre-emphasis" appear to be interchangeable. 
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Conclusion 

1 7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tine 
examiner should be directed to BETSY L. DEPPE whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3054. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday, Wednesday and 
Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chieh M. Fan can be reached on (571 ) 272-3042. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Betsy L. Deppe/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2611 



